BROOKLYN ASKS FOR UNION

YESTERDAY’S HEARING . ON THE:
GREATER NEW-YOREK- BILL.

CITIZENS OF THE <CITY OF .CEURCHEERSY

SPEAK IN FAVOR -OF THE MEASURE

—COGENT REASONS FOR THE PRO-7)
POSED CONSOLIDATION—NO :ACTIONS

TAKEXN BY THE COMMITTRES.
AILBANY, N. Y., March 8.—The Senste Cham-

Pber waa packed this afternoon with £00 enthu-}|

¥i

y

wiastis Brookiymites favoring the Aspinall’
{(Rep., Kings,) bill for the oonsolidsation of'the-
iCity of Brooxlyn and the surrounding towRS
rwith New-York A speoial train brought shem
fiero. Beats for the tarong had been arranged
‘n the well and in front of and benind the Sen-
atorial oirecles, whila the galleries. which had
been espeoizlly opened, absorbed a large portion
bt the overflovr.
. The Cities Committee of the Eensate, nnder
he lead of Senator MoCarty of Xings,
peted ns Chairman in the absence of Col. W. L.
BSrown, and of the Assembly, under 1ts Chair-
man, Col. Webster o New-York, occupied seats
around the stenographera’ table, which was
coverad with mapa and lHthographs. Bcattered
in the throng were Almet F. Jenks, repre-
senting Msayor Boody; the venerable Andrew
H. Graen and Frederick W. Devoe of New-York,
fwo or the Commissioners selected to examine
',:into. the possibility of extending New-York’s
acreage and swelling her poapulation. Armong
those from Breoklyn wers these gentle-
Jnen, all decorated with badges de-
olaring the object of their wvisit: Louis Lieb-
‘snan, Eagene G.;Blockford, James Matthews,
{Eugene D. Berrt, H. B. Scarman, S. A. Forman,

’!A. D. Fiske, Charles A. Frost, T. B. Barnes, J.

. Carpenter, John A. Bliss, Wiiliam W, Baird,

. M. Eowzmers, D. Baird, Franocis Hopkins,

ufuas T. Kiggs, C. A. Martin, E. H. Bishop,
wudge Manley, Oliver Johnson, Davis Liebman,
'{dohn Ward, W. A. Cummings, J. D. Schilling,
‘H. T, MclLeod, W. H. Davis, George W. Bacon,
5. C. Kerdall, Joseph O’Brien, and James Xc-
i{Mahon
- Andrew H. Green sald that the consolidation
.Project was the most Important now before the
‘People of the State. He gave an account of the
‘eforts to effect consolidation which bad been

ade since 1573, when the Bronx River was

ade tho east boundary of New-York City, and

=platned the bill, which 18 the outcoine of the
Ldellberations of the ocommission of 1890. In
considering the bill the Legislature would do
~well to remembver, 6aid Mr. Green, that he who
hangs apon the wheels of progress is likely to
De craghed beneath thelr revolutions.

James Matthews of Brooklyn said that the
greater New-York Committee comprised 700
eitizens, msainly Democrats. They asked the
Xight to express themsalves at the ballot box.

William J. Gaynor said that his delezation
Tepresonted a large majority of the people of
Brooklyn, and that the ides that the larger part
.Of the peopie of thoe City of Churches were op-
'-_iposed to consolidation with New-York wasa de-
usion. Ar. Garnor said thut what Brooklyn’'s

|

1

who.

decide the guestion. He acknowledged that ho
was a sentimontalist. He wished to ses in fact
the grand clity which practically existed already.
Mr. Page's enthusinstic pictures of the Greater
~New-York aroused much applause, .

Corporation Counsel Jenks, speaking for
Mayor Boody of Brooklyn, sald that he had
been inswrunoted to say that the Meayor was in
favor of o sultable bill submistting the guestion
to the people. He suggestad that the bill be

~amended 80 as to prowide that the Consolida
tion bill to be drawn by the committes after the
election shall inoclude only those oitles and
tﬁowns whioh- have voted in favor of consolida-
it R
I:ai.ndrew H. Green opposed Gen. Jenks’'s propo-
~sltion.

Benator Aspinall ridiouled the Mayor's offer.
The bill had been here two months, he sald. and
1ot a single Brooklyn newspaper or ¢ity otlolal

had spoken a good word for it. Now, when pub-
Hic sentiment was daily swelling for it the
"Mayor sends his prineipal law officer hiere. to do
what? To accomplish the defeat of the hill in a
covert way. The Mayor was like the charaoter
in SBhakespeare; ** He protests too muoch.” “ In
conoclusion,” gaid Mr. Aspinall. **I want to say
right here that I rejeot the Mayor's amendiment,
This bill must bs passed by the Senate or killed
just as It is—just as it was Introduced; I will
make no armendment to it.”

Benator MaOarren characterized the measuare
a# ridionlons without the amendment, and asked
what wonid be the use of the vote of the peo-
pleif a consolidation bill was to be introduced.

Mr. W. J. Gaynor said a few words in  conoclu.

-8lon. He stigmatized the Mayor's proposition
35 zibsurd. * We reject 1it,’”’ he said. ** This is
-+ n& t o d

The hearing then ended. Nelther committee
Teached g declsion, nor was any test taken asto
the choice of the members. XEsach committeo
will meet formally next wesek. Senator Mo-
+Carty suggested to the Kings County men that
*the bill be emended in such a shape that the
majority of zll the votes east in Kings County,
including the City of Brooklyn and the outlying
towns, decide the question, but this proposition
was rejedted. ** We will take this bill as it is or
wo will have none.” said Mr. Aspinall. “ The
most careful work has been used in its prepara-

s

voters had lacked was opportunisy, not intel- .

3igenee or loyalty to what was righs.
‘longer proposed to trust their public affairs to
.persons who would run them in their own pri-
“¥aie Interesta

The Consolidation bill was, the speaker con-
<inued, oniy advisory, apd its adavecates would
not commit themselves 85 favoring the joining
;of the two ciries, but merely as beilng willlng to
.allow the people to announce their wishes in
:¢he matier. Hae then recited in detail the argu-
Inents foundsd on the figures of the tax bills of
The two citles, and showed how the taxes of
Brooklyn were more than deuble those of New-
“York. The !nierest of renipayers in the pro-
-posed consolidation and the cause of the exces-
‘five taxes and rentals in Brooklyn were taken
ap in order.
»  Insurance and locans were Iin some cases reo-
Tosed and in others made on such exorbitant
;2erms 83 10 be well-nigh out of reach on ac-
~<ount of Brooklyn’'s financial condition end ex-
-cessive valusation, Mr. Gaynor added. From
“%he figures he produced it was shown thata
Nxew-York debt of 3200,000.000 would be
equaled by a DBrooklyn debt of only £23,000,-
POO. Brooklyn was within 81,000,000 of the

debtedness the law allews her to inocunr. JMMr.
Zaynor continned:

“ At therisk of theadverse oriticism of every one
in Brooklyn who does not think or onily thinks g lite
Xle. and of every one blinded by the propensity to
Avhat I snall not call local patriotism, but putfery, I
now desire 10 8a¥ squarely thal the assessable prop-
erty of Brooxlyrm cannot support a Government
fdequate 10 the area and population of Brooklyn
withouit Deing roinously taxed. It 18 well known
that Brooklyn is behind in its public works,
especially in sireet improvements and sewers,
and that In ihoe number of schools and teacl-
ere, policemen, police stetione, firemen, engine
“houseg, engines, and the like, i1t 15 lamentably defl.
cjent. Brooklyn is at least one-third ghort in her
«hiel agencies of Government. To bring these re-
quirements np to the stangard wonld raise the tax
Tatc maoch over 3 per ceni, while the rentpayers
And taxpayers of Brooklyn cannot and will not con-
fipos to suffer present taxation, mach less an in-
Srease,

* Brooklyn standing alone must always remain
Comparatively poor. XNew-York €ven owns the
water front of Brooki¥n up 1o low-water mark.
Fverv ship atlonr aronnd Brooklyn is within the
City oi; New-York. Manv people seem never to
Aave inquired vr even thought why it is that Nev-
“York City owns the ferry rights onthe Brooklyn
&side as well as on the New-York slde, and receives
£l of the rents and revenues therefrom. I learn that
one of the siztesmen who represent the City of
Brooklyn in the Legislature propoass to introduce
and pass a vill giving to Brookiyn its surrounding
waier iront &S an oifser Lo tite consxolidaticn move-
znent. I would like to hear him explain how he
proposes _to take tbe property of the corporation
of New-York City away from it withont paying
Jor it as the Constitution requires. 1 WOIEG. ke
flso 0 have him t¢ll us where and how the City of
Brooklyn is goinge to get the money to pay for it, in-
asmaoch as Brooklyn is aglready within £1,000,000 of
tke 11nit 0of her indebtedness.’””

dr. Gaynor reviewed the anity of the mate-
*1al and mworal interests of the two citles, and
oontrasted publio sentiment in the $wo places.
In New-York. he said, the politicians who
abused the public’'s confidence were prombptly
and severely dealt with, In Brooklyn the polit-
ical leaders did as they pleased.

In closing, he spoke of the advantages and
gaving in expenre of 4 joint Government, and
teld how Brooilsyn would be lirted up by con-
soilidation.

IZdward C. Graves of the Citizens’ Committee
gald that the issue his committoe presented was
supported by poth Democrats and Republicans
and was entirely ron-partisan. Opposition, Mr.
Graves s&ald, was, of course, Inevituble. * This
opposition is, to a large oxtent, voiced and rep-
resented by certain Brookiyn afternoon news-
papers, every ons of which 18 subsidized to op-
pose consolidation. There mnewspapers are
Arawing from $20,000 to #50,000 a year each
Irom the presant City of Brooklyn for the publi-
eation of legal advertisements found in their
columns, which monay they are afraid of losing
by consolidation when there 18 no City of
Brooklyn.”” Mr. Graves explained that all that
was asked for was an opportunity to obtain an
expression of public opinion. There was a pre-
ceusct, he sald, in the case of the annexation of
Williamsburg, in 1553, and the Bame news-
papers and game clags of people who now op-
Yose conselidation and oppose submitting it to
& popalar vote were then clamorously in favor
of the very things they are now denouncing.

Senator MoCarren denied that per capita tax-

tion in Brooklyn was greater than in New-

rork. The consolidation pilan. he said, had not
sttracted much attention. It originated among
entimentalists who wish to coreate a city to
&val London, and thesc had been joined by
nd boomers and persons wWho supported the
idea because it was new. DBrooklyn had in-
preased in populatfon faster than New-York
From 1883 to 1892 the average per capita tax
4n New-York had been 21.33; in Brooklyn it
Aaed been 11.62. Forthe same period the school
‘¢ax had been ¥2.76 per eapita in New-York and
$1.97 for Brooklyn; the cost of supporting tkhe
olice force, 82275 in New-York and $1L.52 In
Srooklyn; the Fire Department, $1.26 in New-
York and 84 ¢ents in Brooklyn; the Judiciary
ip New-York $1.02, and in Brooklyn 13 ceunts;
interest on manicinal debts, $1.47 in New-York
and $1.85 in Brooklyn.

Theso contrasts showed the greater 0ost of
government in New-York. Had the two cities
been consolidated sthe per capita tax in the
anited oity _for the a8t ten years
weunld bhave been $16.6 ipstead of bDe-
tween S6 and $7 whioh had been psaid in Brook-
iyn. Consolidation would ralse rents and cre-
ate fictitious land valuea Mere annexsation
would not change Brooklyn atall Her condi-
¢ions would remain the same so far as raising
revenne was econcerned. The tax rate of New-
~York would increase in the future while her re-
sources diminish, but the opposite would be
true of Brooklyn. It would not be 1o
Brooklyn’s advantage 10 help New-York
20 pay for local improvements Which could
not benefit her. Immmensse municipalitiea do
not conserve tho interests of the peopie. It was
more difficnlt to dislodge a Government in acity
of 3,000.000 than in a city of 2,000,600. He
+was opposed to submitting the guestion of an-
nexation to the people, because he did not
think they carad to voie on 13. He failed to see,
end Mr. Gaynor had not explained how, any
benefitto Brookiyn would result from consoll~

ation.
aJ. Seaver rage of New-York sald that the
speeches which had been made would be timely
svhen the guestion was submitted to the peopnle
pt Brooklyn and New-York. All thaty the bill
gsked was that the people might be allowed to

They no '

tion.”

‘ The Aspinall bill or nothing,”” uttered
Counsellor Gaynor, as he strode from the Sen-
ate Chamber.
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